Tuly 10, 2004

Chairman Michael Powell

Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, S.W.

Washington, DC 20554

RE: WC Docket No. 03-133
Dear Chairman Powell:

I am writing to ask that the FCC not impose new hidden charges and fees on prepaid
calling card services.

Minorities, lower-income families, senior citizens, immigrants, college students and
military families rely upon calling card services for a variety of needs. Many of these
consumers do not have the credit, bank accounts, or surplus cash to pay a large deposit
for local telephone service. For these consumers, a prepaid card may be the only option
they have to stay connected — to make phone calls to look for a job, for affordable
housing, make a doctor’s appointment, or stay in touch with family and friends. These
cards offer convenience and predictable costs.

In economically disadvantaged areas, consumers literally risk being disconnected if the
prices of these cards increuse. Prepaid calling cards are indispensable for these and other
consumer groups becanse they are an affordable alternative to regular and wireless
telephone services.

But such price hikes are precisely what the FCC will do if it inflicts new “in-state™ access
charges and other fees on pre-paid cards. The fees would funnel directly to large local
telephone companies while the burden would fall squarely upon those consumers that can
least afford to bear it. Adding access charges and fees will substantially increase the cost
of providing pre-paid cards at affordable prices, jeopardizing the savings provided by
these cards.

Please stop any effort to raise the costs of pre-paid calling card consurners by deciding
that these services are not subject to exorbitant new access charges and other fees.

Sincerely, %/Jyé’# / % == | MI

ccs:  Commussioner Michael Copps
Commissioner Kathleen Abernathy
Commissioner Kevin Marlin
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein
Senator
Senator



July 10, 2004

Chairman Michael Powell

Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, S.W,

Washington, DC 20554

RE: WC Docket No. 03-133
Dear Chairman Powell:

I amn writing to ask that the FCC not impose new hidden charges and fees on prepaid
calling card services.

Minorities, lower-income families, senior citizens, immigrants, college stadents and
military families rely upon calling card services for a variety of needs. Many of these
consumers do not have the credit, bank accounts, or surplus cash to pay a large deposit
for local telephone service. For these consumers, a prepaid card may be the only option
they have to stay connected — to make phone calls to look for a job, for affordable
housing, make a doctor’s appointment, or stay in touch with family and friends. These
cards offer convenience and predictable costs.

In economically disadvantaged areas, consumers literally risk being disconnected if the
prices of these cards increase. Prepaid calling cards are indispensable for these and other
consumer groups because they are an affordable alternative to regular and wireless
telephone services.

But such price hikes are precisely what the FCC will do if it inflicts new “in-state” access
charges and other fees on pre-paid cards. The fees would funnel directly to large local
telephone companies while the burden would fall squarely upon those consumers that can
ieast afford to bear it. Adding access charges and fees will substantially increase the cost
of providing pre-paid cards at affordable prices, jeopardizing the savings provided by
these cards.

Please stop any effort to raise the costs of pre-paid calling card consumers by deciding
that these services are not subject to exorbitant new access charges and other fees,

Sincerely,

Yoy s

ccs:  Commissioner Michael Copps
Commissioner Kathleen Abernathy
Commissioner Kevin Martin
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein
Senator
Senator



July 10, 2004

Chairman Michae] Powell

Federal Comraunications Commission
445 12th Street, S.W,

Washington, DC 20554

RE: WC Docket No. 03-133
Dear Chairman Powell:

I am writing to ask that the FCC not impose new hidden charges and fees on prepaid
calling card services.

Minorities, lower-inconle families, senior citizens, immigrants, college students and
military families rely upon calling card services for a variety of needs. Many of these
consumers do not have the credit, bank accounts, or surplus cash to pay a large deposit
for local relephone service. For these consumers, a prepaid card may be the only option
they have 1o stay connected — to make phone calls to look for a job, for affordable
housing, make a doctor's appointment, or stay in touch with family and friends. These
cards offer convenience and predictable costs.

In economically disadvantaged areas, consumers literally risk being disconnected if the
prices of these cards increase, Prepaid calling cards are indispensable for these and other
consumer groups because they are an affordable altemarive to regular and wireless
telephone services,

But such price hikes are precisely what the FCC will do if it inflicts new “in-state” access
charges and other fees on pre-paid cards. The fees would funnel directly to large local
telephone companies while the burden would fall squarely upon those consumers that can
least afford to bear it. Adding access charges and fees will substantially increase the cost
of providing pre-paid cards at affordable prices, jeopardizing the savings provided by
these cards. '

Please stop any effort 1o raise the costs of pre-paid calling card consumers by deciding
that these services are not subj orbitant new access charges and other fees.

Sincerely,

=3

ccs:  Commissioner Michael Copps
Commissioner Kathleen Abernathy
Commussioner Kevin Martin
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein
Senator
Senator



July 10, 2004

Chairman Michuel K. Powell

Federal Communications Conunission
445 |2th Street, S.W.

Washington, DC 20554

Re: WC Docker No. 03-133
Dear Chairman Powell:

1 am writing to add my voice to the growing number of groups and individuals opposed to efforts
by the local Bell telephone companies to circumvent current rules on calls placed with a pre-paid
calling card. If they succeed, it will result in higher rates — in many cases, dramatically higher
rates ~ for consumers who place the calls. As you approach your work on this docket, I implore
you to keep the needs of conswmers in mind rather than the pleadings of the four Bell companies.

The Bell companies want to target those calls in which a caller uses a pre-paid calling card and
dials a toll-free number, along with his or her PIN, The caller, who may be in Virginia, for
example, is connected to a “platform” in another state -- Iet’s say in Nebraska. From this
“platform,” he or she hears a message about a company, non-profit or person. The caller then
dials the telephone number of someone in Virginia. Current rules, as well as common sense, state
that this represents two calls, one from Virginia to Nebraska and one from Nebruska to Virginia.
Both calls are subject (o interstate access charges because there is a call to Nebraska and then a
scparate call to Virginia.

But the Bell companies want to treat this as a single mn-state call so they can levy exorbitant in-
state access charges. Such fees have no relationship whatsoever to the Bell companies’ actual
costs, which are oaly a fraction of what they want to charge consumers.

Prices are already rising for gas, milk and other products. Consumers don’t need higher prices for
phone calls too, especially when these higher rates represent a blatant giveaway to four large
corporations.

I am aware that the long distance companies and others that sell pre-paid calling cards have
weighed in with the FCC in an effort to protect their customers’ interests in this manner. It is
now time for the FCC to weigh in on the side of consurners and show the Bell companies the door

on this issue.

Sincerely,

@ Wﬁmﬁ

Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy
Commissioner Michael J. Copps
Commissioner Kevin J. Martin
Commissioner fonathan S, Adelstin
Senator

Senator



July 10, 2004

Chairman Michael Powel]

Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, S.W.

Washington, DC 20554

RE: WC Docket Na. 03-133
Dear Chairman Powell:

Military personnel stationed in the U.S. and all over the world rely heavily upon low-cost
telecommunications services to keep in touch with family and friends back homs. But pending
before the FCC is a proposal that would introduce new charges and fees on these cards that we
depend upon to stay connected, immediately harming the tens of thousands of American service
men and women stationed worldwide.

I understand that the FCC is considering applying “in-state” access charges and other fees on
certain prepaid calling card services, American service personnel, particularly those who move
frequently, rely upon these prepaid calling cards to keep in touch with their families at set,
affordable rates.

As aresult, prepaid calling cards are the only option available — without them, military personnel
could, quite literally, be left without access to telephone service. Raising the price of prepaid
calling cards will directly harm individuals who are most in need of vital phone service ta keep
their loved ones within reach. '

Imposing in-state charges would amount to a substantial increase in the cost of prepaid calls,
destroying the urility of calling cards for our service men and women. Please look out for our
military personnel and refuse to impose new access charges and fees on prepaid calling card
services, :

ces’  Commissioner Michael Copps
Commissioner Kathleen Abernathy
Commissioner Kevin Martin
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein
Senator
Senator



July 10, 2004

Chairman Michael K. Powell

Faederal Comununications Commission
445 12th Street, S.W.

Washington, DC 20554

Re: WC Docker No, 03-133
Dear Chairman Powell:

I am writing to add my voice 10 the growing number of groups and individuals opposed to effotts
by the local Bell telephone companies to circumvent current rules on calls placed with a pre-paid
calling card. If they succeed, it will result in higher rates - in many cases, dramatically higher
rates — for consumers who place the calls. As you approach your work on this docket, I implore
you to keep the needs of consumers in mind rather than the pleadings of the four Bell companies.

The Bell companies want to targel those calls in which a caller uses a pre-paid calling card and
dials a 1oll-free number, aloag with his or her PIN. The caller, who may be in Virginia, for
example, is connected to & “platform” in another state -- Jet’s say in Nebraska. From thig
“platform,” he or she hears a message about a company, non-profit or person. The caller then
dials the telephooe number of someope in Virginia. Current rules, as well as common sense, state
that this represents two calls, one from Virginia to Nebraska and one from Nebraska to Virginia.
Both calls are subject to interstate access charges because there is a call 1o Nebraska and then a
separate call to Virginia.

But the Bell companies want to treat this as a single in-state call so they can levy exorbitant in-
stale access charges. Such fees huve no relationship whatsoever to the Bell cornpanies’ actual
costs, which are only a fraction of what they want to charge consumers.

Prices are already rising for gas, milk and other products. Consumers den’t need higher prices for
phone calls too, especially when these higher rates represent a blatant giveaway to four large
corporations. '

1am aware that the long distance companies and others that sell pre-paid calling cards have
weighed in with the FCC in an effort 1o protect their customers” interests in this manner. It is
now time for the FCC to weigh in on the side of consumers and show the Bell companies the door
on this issue, ‘ ' '

Sincerely, Oﬂ’%@b’@ ' _r\jyc/\) | - |
~ Philadelpha PR

ccs:  Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy
Commissioner Michael J. Copps
Commissioner Kevin J. Martin
Commissioner Jonathan S. Adelstein
Senator
Senator



July 10, 2004

Chairman Michael K. Powell

Federal Communications Comirnission
445 12th Street, S.W.

Washington, DC 20554

Re: WC Docket No. 03-133

Dear Chairrgan Powell:

I am writing to add my voice to the growing number of groups and individuals opposed 1o efforts
by the Jocal Bell telephione companies to circumvent current rules on calls placed with a pre-paid
calling card. If they succeed, it will result in higher rates — in mahy cases, dramatically higher
rates — for consumers who place the calls. As you approach your work on this docket, I implore
you to keep the needs of conswmers in mind rather than the pleadings of the four Bell companies.

The Bell companies want to target those ¢alls in which a ¢aller uses a pre-paid calling cacd and
dials a toll-free number, along with his or her PIN. The caller, who may be in Virginia, for
exainple, is connected to a “'platform™ in another state -- let’s say in Nebraska, From this
“platform,” he or she hears a message about a compuny, non-profit or person. The caller then
dials the telephone number of someone in Virginia, Current rules, as well as coramon sense, state
that this represents two calls, one from Virginia to Nebraska and one from Nebraska to Virginia.
Both calls are subject to interstare access charges because there is a call to Nebraska and then a
separate call to Virginia,

But the Bell companies want to treat this as a single in-state call so they can levy exorbitant in-
state access charges. Such fees have no relationship whatsoever 1o the Bell cornpanies’ actual
costs, which are only a fraction of what they want to charge consumers.

Prices are already rising for gas, milk and other products. Consumers don’t need higher prices for
phone calls (00, especially when these higher rates represent a blatant giveaway to four large
corporations.

I am aware that the long distance companies and others that sell pre-paid calling cards have
weighed in with the FCC in an effort to protect their customers' interests in this manner. It is
now time for the FCC to weigh in on the gide of consurrers and show the Bell companies the door
on this issue,

Sincerely,

ces: Commi\ssi Katltle Abt.ma{ D(

Comrmissienet Midpa€l J. Copps

Commissioner Kevin J. Martin 2\ 0 Lf
Commissioner Jonathan S. Adelstein 7 . \ .
Senator

Senator




July 10, 2004

Chairman Michael K. Powell

Federal Conrmunications Commission
445 12th Street, SW,

Washington, DC 20554

Re: WC Docket No. 03-133
Dear Chairman Powell:

I'am writing to add my voice to the growing number of groups and individuals opposed to efforts
by the Jocal Bell telephone companies to circumveat current rules on calls placed with a pre-paid
calling card. If they succeed, it will result in higher rates — in many cases, dramatically higher
rates — for consumers who place the calls. As you approach your work on this docket, I implore
you to keep the needs of consumers in mind rather than the pleadings of the four Bell companies.

The Bell companies want (o target those calls in which a caller uses a pre-paid calling card and
dials a toll-free number, along with his or her PIN. The caller, who may be in Virginia, for
example, is connected to a “platform” in another state -- let’s say in Nebraska. From this
“platform,” he or she hears a message about a company, non-profit or person. The caller then
dhials the telephone number of someone in Virginia. Current rules, as well as common sense, state
that this represents two calls, one from Virginia to Nebraska and one from Nebraska to Virginia.
Both calls are subject 1o interstate access charges because there is a call to Nebraska and then a
separate call 1o Virginia.

But the Bell companies want to treat this as a single in-state call so they can levy exorbitant in-
state access charges. Such fees have no relationship whatsoever to the Bell companies’ actual
costs, which are only a fraction of what they want to charge consumers.

Prices are already rising for gas, milk and other producis. Consumers don’t need higher prices for
phone calls too, especially when these higher rates represent a blatant giveaway to four large
corporations. -

I am aware that the [ong distance companies and others that sell pre-paid calling cards have
weighed in with the FCC in an effort to protect their customers’ interests in this manner. 1t is
now time for the FCC to weigh in on the side of consumers and show the Bell companies the door

Commissioner Kevin J. Martin
Commmissioner Jonathan S. Adelstein
Senator
Senator



July 10, 2004

Chairman Michael K. Powell

Federal Comumunications Commission
445 12th Street, S.W.

Washingron, DC 20554

Re: WC Docket No. 03-133
Dear Chairman Powell:

I am writing to add my vaice to the growing number of groups and individuals opposed to efforts
by the local Bell telephone companies to circumvent current rules on calls placed with a pre-paid
calling card. If they succeed, it will result in higher rates — in many cases, dramatically higher
rates ~ for consumers who place the calls. As you approach your work on this docket, I implore
you to keep the needs of consumers in mind rather than the pleadings of the four Bell campanies.

The Bell companies want to target those calls in which a caller uses a pre-paid calling card and
dials a toll-free number, along with his or her PIN. The caller, who may be in Virginia, for
exarnple, is connected to a “platfonm” in another state -- let’s say in Nebraska. From this
“platform,” he or she hears a message about a company, non-profit or person. The caller then
dials the telephone number of someone in Virginia. Current rules, as well as common sense, state
that this represents two calls, one from Virginia to Nebraska and one from Nebraska to Virginia.
Both calls are subject to interstate access charges because there is a call to Nebraska and then a
separate call to Virginia.

But the Bell companies want to treat this as a single m-state call so they can levy exorbitant in-
state access charges. Such fees have no relationship whatsoever o the Bell companies” actual
costs, which are only a fraction of what they want 1o charge ¢consumers.

Prices are already rising for gas, milk and other products. Consumers don’t need higher prices for
phone calls too, especially when these higher rates represent a blatant giveaway to four large
corparations.

[ am aware that the long distance companies and others that sell pre-paid calling cards have
weighed in with the FCC in an effort to protect their customers® interests in this manner. Itis
now time for the FCC to weigh in on the side of consumers and show the Bell companies the door

on this issue.

2
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ces:  Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy
Commissioner Michael J. Copps
Commissioner Kevin J. Mactin
Commissioner Jonathan S. Adelstein
Senator
Senator



Tuly 10, 2004

Chairman Michael K. Powell

Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Streat, S.W.

Washington, DC 20554

Re: WC Docket No. 03-133
Dear Chairmman Powell:

I am writing to add my voice to the growing number of groups and individuals opposed to efforts
by the local Bell telephone companies ta circumvent current rules on calls placed with a pre-paid
calling card. If they succeed, it will result in higher rates — in many cases, dramatically higher
rates ~ for consumers who place the calls. As you approach your work on this docket, I implore
you to keep the needs of consumers in mind rather than the pleadings of.the four Bell compunies.

The Bell companies want (o target those calls in which a caller uses a pre-paid ¢alling card and
diuls a toll-free number, along with his or her PIN. The caller, who may be in Virginia, for
example, is connected to a “platform™ in another state -- let’s say in Nebraska. From this
“platform,” he or she hears a message about 4 company, non-profit or person. The caller then
dials the telephone number of someone in Virginia, Currentrules, as well as common sense, state
that this represents two calls, one from Virginia to Nebraska and one from Nebraska to Virginia.
Both calls are subject to interstate access charges because there is a call to Nebraska and then a
separate call to Virginia. '

But the Bell companies want to treat this as a single in-state call $0 they can levy exorbitant in-
stare access charges. Such fees have no relationship whatsoever to the Bell companies’ actual
costs, which are only a {raction of what they want to charge consumers.

Prices are already rising for gas, milk and other products, Consumers don’t need higher prices for
phone calls 100, especially when these higher rates represent a blatant giveaway to four large
corporations.

I am aware that the long distance companies and others that sell pre-paid calling cards have
weighed in with the FCC in an effort to protect their customers’ interests in this manner. It is
now time for the FCC to weigh in on the side of consumers and show the Bell companies the door
on this issue.

Sincerely,
mQS:_) \\JS&]. \W\\CM

Comumissioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy
Commissioner Michael J. Copps
Commissioner Xevin J. Martin
Commissioner Jonathan S. Adelstein
Senator

Senator -



Tuly 10, 2004

Chairman Michael K. Powall

Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Sueet, S W.

Washington, DC 20554

Ra: WC Docgket No. 03-133
Dear Chairman Powell;

I am writing to add my voice to the growing number of groups and individuals opposed to efforts
by the local Bell telephone companies to circumvent curreat rules on calls placed with a pre-paid
calling card, If they succeed, it will result in higher rates - in many cases, dramatically higher
rates ~ for consumers who place the calls. As you approach your work on this docket, 1 implore
you to keep the needs of consumers in mind rather than the pleadings of the four Bell companies.

The Bell companies want to target those calls in which a caller uses a pre-paid calling card and
dials a toll-free number, along with his or her PIN. The catler, who may be in Virginia, for
exarnple, is connected to a “platform’ in another state -- let’s say in Nebraska. From this
“plarform,” he or she hears a message about a company, non-profit or person. The caller then
dials the telephone number of someone in Virginia. Current rules, ag well as common sense, state
that this represents two calls, one from Virginia to Nebraska and one from Nebraska to Virginia.
Both calls are subject (o interstate access charges because ther¢ is a call to Nebraska and then a
separate call to Virginia.

But the Bell companies want to treat this as a single in-state call so they can levy exorbiant in-
state access charges. Such fees have no relationship whatsoever to the Bell companies’ actual
costs, which are only a fraction of what they want (o charge consumers.

Prices are already rising for gas, milk and other products. Consurners don’t need higher prices for
phone calls too, especially when these higher rates represent a blatant giveaway to four large
corporations.

I am aware that the long distance companies and others that sell pre-paid calling cards have
weighed in with the FCC in an effort to protect their customers” interests in this manaer. It is
now timeé for the FCC to weigh in on the side of consumers and show the Bell companies the door
on this issue. '

Sincerely,
ccs:  Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy

Commissioner Michae} J. Copps

Commissioner Kevin J. Martin

Commissioner Jonathan §. Adelstein

Senator
Senator



July 10, 2004

Chairman Michael K, Powell

. Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, S.W.

Washington, DC 20554

Re: WC Docket No. 03-133

Dear Chairman Powell:

I am writing to add my voice to the growing number of groups and individuals opposed to efforts
by the local Bell telephone companies to circumvent current rules on calls placed with 2 pre-paid
calling card. If they succeed, it will result in higher rates — in many cases, dramatically higher
rates — for consumers who place the calls, As you approach your work on this docket, I implore
you to keep the needs of consumers in mind rather than the pleadings of the four Bell companies.

The Bell companies want to target those calls in which a caller uses a pre-paid calling card and
dials a toll-free number, along with his or her PIN. The caller, who may be in Virginia, for
example, is connected to a “platform” in another state -- fet’s say in Nebraska. From this
“plarform,” he or she hears a message about a company, non-profit or person. The caller then
dials the telephone number of someone in Virginia, Current rules, as well as common sense, state
that this represents two calls, one from Virginia to Nebraska and one from Nebragka to Virginia.
Both calls are subject to interstate access charges because there is a call to Nebraska and then a
separate call to Virginia.

But the Bell companijes want to treat this as a single in-state call so they can levy exorbitant in-
state access charges. Such fees have no relationship whatsoever to the Bell companies’ actual
costs, which are only a fraction of what they want to charge consumers.

Prices are already rising for gas, milk and other products. Consumers don’t need higher prices for
phone calls 100, especially when these higher rates represent a blatant giveaway to four large
COTPOTations.

I am aware that the long distance companies and others that sell pre-paid calling cards have

weighed in with the FCC in an effort to protect their customers' interests in this manner. It is
now time for the FCC to weigh in on the side of consumers and show the Bell companies the door

on this issue.
/ (.f@-j\’_ /

Sincerely
10

ces:  Comumissioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy
Commissioner Michael J. Copps
Commissioner Kevin J. Martin
Commissioner Jonathan S. Adelstein
Senator
Senator




Tuly 10, 2004

Chairman Michael K. Powell

Federal Communicatjions Commission
445 12th Streat, S.W.

Washington, DC 20534

Re: WC Docket No. 03-133
Dear Chairman Powell:

I'am writing to add my voice to the growing number of groups and individuals opposed to efforts
by the local Bell i¢lephone companies to circumvent current rules on calls placed with a pre-paid
calling card. If they succeed, it will result in higher rates — in many cases, dramatically higher
rates — for consumers who place the calls. As you approach your work on this docket, I implore
you to keep the needs of consumers in mind rather than the pleadings of the four Bell companies.

The Bell companies want to target those calls in which a caller uses a pre-paid calling card and
dials a toll-free number, along with his or her PIN. The caller, who may be in Virginia, for
example, is connected to a “platform” in another state -- let’s say in Nebraska. From this
“platform,” he or she hears a message about a company, aog-profit or person. The caller then
diuls the telephone number of someone in Virginia. Current rules, as well as common sense, state
that this represents two calls, one from Virginia to Nebraska and one from Nebraska to Virginia.
Both calls are subjecr to interstate access charges because there is a call to Nebraska and then a
separate call to Virginia,

But the Bell companies want to treat this as a single in-state call so they ¢an levy exorbitant in-
state access charges. Such fees have no relationship whatsoever to the Bell companies’ actual
costs, which are only 4 fraction of what they want to charge consumers.

Prices are already rising for gas, milk and other products. Consumers don’t need higher prices for
phone calls too, especially when these higher rates represent a blatant giveaway to four large
corparations.

1 am aware that the long distance companies and others that sell pre-paid calhng cards have
weighed in with the FCC in an effort to protect their customers’ interests in this manner. It is
now time for the FCC to weigh in on the side of consumers and show the Bell companies the door
on this issue.

Smcere]y,.mww

\’\\\C\ \ 3 ]

ccs:  Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy
Commissioner Michael J. Copps
Commissioner Kevin J. Martin
Commissioner Jonathan S. Adelstein
Senator
Senator



Tuly 10, 2004

Chairman Michae] K. Powel]

Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, S.W.

Washington, DC 20554

Re: 'WC Docket No. 03-133
Dear Chairman Powell:

Tam writing to add my voice 1o the growing number of groups and individuals opposed to efforts
by the local Bell telephone companies to circumvent current rules on calls placed with a pre-paid
calling card. If they succeed, it will result in higher rates — in many cases, dramatically higher
rates — for consumers who place the calls. As you approach your work on this docket, 1 implore
you to keep the needs of consumers in mind rather than the pleadings of the four Bell companies.

The Bell cornpanies want to target those calls in which a caller uses a pre-peid calling card and
dials a toll-free number, along with his or her PIN. The caller, who may be in Virginia, for
example, is connected to a “plarform’ in another state -- let’s say in Nebraska. From this
“platform,” he or she hears a message about a company, non-profit or person. The caller then
dials the telephone number of someaone in Virginia. Current rules, 8s well as common sense, state
that this represents two calls, one from Virginia to Nebraska and one [rom Nebraska o Virginia.
Both calls are subject to interstate access charges because there is a call to Nebraska and then a
separate call 1o Virginia,

But the Bell companies want to treat this as a single in-state call so they can levy exorbitant in-
state access charges. Such fees have no relationship whatsoever to the Bell companies’ actual
costs, which are only a fraction of what they want to charge consumers.

Prices are already rising for gas, milk and other products. Consumers don’t need higher prices for
phone calls too, especially when these higher rates represent a blatant giveaway to four large
corporations.

I am aware that the fong distance companies and others that sell pre-paid calling cards have
weighed in with the FCC in an effort to protect their customers’ interests in this manner. It is
now time for the FCC to weigh in on the side of consumers and show the Bell companies the door
on this issue.

Sincerely, % AN @//L

ces: Commusstoner Kathleen Q. Abernathy
Commissioner Michael J. Copps
Comumntssioner Kevin J. Martin
Commissioner Jonathan S. Adelstein
Senator
Senator



July 10, 2004

Chairman Michuel K. Powell

Federal Communications Commission
4435 12th Street, S.W.

Waushington, DC 20554

Re: WC Docket No. 03-133
Dear Chairman Powell:

l'am writing 1o add my voice to the growing number of groups and individuals opposed to efforts
by the Jocal Bell telephone companies to circumvent current rules on calls placed with g pre-paid
calling card. If they succeed, it will result in higher rates ~ in many cases, dramatically higher
rates — for consumers who place the calls. As you approach your work on this docket, I implore
you to keep the needs of consumers in mind rather than the pleadings of the four Bell companies.

The Bell companies want to target those calls in which a caller uses a pre-paid calling card and
dials a toll-free number, along with his or her PIN. The caller, who may be in Virginia, for
example, is connected 10 a “platform” in another state -- let’s say in Nebraska. From this
“platform,” he or she hears a message about 4 company, non-profit or person. The caller then
dials the telephone number of someone in Virginia. Current rules, as well as common sense, state
that this represents two calls, one from Virginia 1o Nebraska and one from Nebraska to Virginia.
Both calls are subject to interstate access charges because thers is a call to Nebrasks and then a
separate call to Virginia.

But the Bell companies want to treat this as a single in-state call so they can levy exorbitant in-
state access charges. Such fees have no relationship whitsoever to the Bell companies’ actual
costs, which are only a traction of what they wani to charge consumers.

Prices are already rising for gas, milk and other products. Consumers don’t need higher prices for
phone calls too, especially when these higher rates represent 4 blatant giveaway to four large
corporations,

I am aware that the long distance companies and others that sell pre-paid calling cards have
weighed in with the FCC in an effort to protect their customers’ interests in this manner. It is
now time for the FCC to weigh in on the side of consumers and show the Bell companies the door
ort this issue. '

Sincerely, ﬂ/ W{/ /:0 %
o

ces: Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abemnathy
Commissioner Michael J. Copps
Commissioner Kevin J. Martin
Commissioner Jonathan S. Adelstein
Senator
Senator



July 10, 2004

Chairman Michael K. Powel]

Federal Comrnunications Commiission
445 12th Street, S,W.

Washington, DC 20554

Re: WC Docker No. 03-133
Dear Chairmﬁn Powell;

I am writing to add my voice to the growing number of groups and individuals opposed to efforts
by the local Bell telephone companies to circumvent current rules on calls placed with a pre-paid
calling card. If they succeed, it will result in higher rates — in many cases, dramatically higher
rates — for consumers who place the calls. As you approach your work on this docket, I implore
you to keep the needs of consumers in mind rather than the pleadings of the four Bell companies.

The Bell companies want to target those calls in which a caller uses a pre-paid calling card and
dials a toll-free number, aleng with his or her PIN. The caller, who may be in Virginia, for
example, 1s connected to a “platform” in another state -- jet’s say in Nebraska. From this
“platform,” he or she hears a message about a company, non-profit or person. The caller then
dlals the telephone number of someone in Virginia. Current rules, as well as common sense, state
that this represents two calls, one from Virgiaia to Nebraska and one from Nebraska to Virginia.
Both calls are subject to interstaie access charges because there is a call to Nebraska and then a
separate call to Virginia.

But the Bell companies want o treat this as a single in-state call so they can Jevy exorbitant in-
state access charges. Such fees have no relationship whatsoever (o the Bell companies’ actual
costs, which are only a fraction of what they want 1o charge consumers.

Prices are already rising for gas, milk and other products. Consumers don’t need higher prices for
phone calls too, especially when these higher rates represent 4 blatant giveaway to four large
corparations.

{ am aware that the long distance companies and others that sell pre-paid calling cards have
weighed in with the FCC in an effort to protect their customers’ interests in this manner. It is
now time for the FCC to weigh in on the side of consumers and show the Bell companies the door
on this issue.

Sincerely, Vé/ %

ces: Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy
Commissioner Michael J. Copps
Commissioner Kevin J. Martin
Commissioner Jonathaa S. Adelstein

Senator
Senator



July 10, 2004

Chairman Michael Powell

Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, S.W.

Washington, DC 20554

RE: WC Docket No. 03-133
Dear Chairman Powell:

T am writing to ask that the FCC not impose new hidden charges and fees on prepaid
calling card services.

Minerities, lower-income families, senior citizens, immigrants, college students and
military families rely upon calling card services for a variety of needs. Many of these
consumers do not have the credit, bank accounts, or surplus cash to pay a large deposit
for local telephone service. For these consumers, a prepaid card may be the only option
they have to stay connected — to make phone calls to look for a job, for affordable
housing, make a doctor’s appointment, or stay in touch with family and friends. These
cards offer convenience and predictable costs.

In economically disadvantaged areas, consurners literally misk being disconnected if the
prices of these cards increase. Prepaid calling cards are indispensable for these and other
consumer groups because they are an affordable alternative to regular and wireless
telephone services.

But such price hikes are precisely what the FCC will do if it inflicts new “in-state” access
charges and other fees on pre-paid cards. The fees would funnel directly to larpe local
telephone companies while the burden would fall squarely upon thase consumers that can
least afford to bear it. Adding access charges and fees will substantially increase the cost
of providing pre-paid cards at affordable prices, jeopardizing the savings provided by
these cards.

Please stop any effort to raise the costs of pre-paid calling card consumers by deciding
that these services are not subject to exorbitant new access charges and other fees.

Sincerely,

Commissioner Kathleen Abernathy
Commissioner Kevin Martin
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein
Senator

Senator



July 10, 2004

Chairman Michael Powell

Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Streer, S.W.

Washington, DC 20554

RE: WC Docker No. 03-133
Dear Chairman Powell:

I'am writing to ask that the FCC nort impose new hidden charges and fees on prepaid
calling card services.

Minorities, lower-income families, senior citizens, immigrants, college students and
military families rely upon cailing card services for a variety of needs. Many of these
consumers do not have the credit, bank accounts, or surplus cash to pay a large deposit
for local telephone service, For these consumners, a prepaid card may be the only option
they have to stay connected ~ to make phone calls to look for a job, for affordable
housing, make a doctor’s appointment, or stay in touch with family and friends. These
cards offer convenience and predictable costs.

In economically disadvantaged areas, consumers literally risk being disconnected if the
prices of these cards increase. Prepaid calling cards are indispensable for these and other
consumer groups because they are an affordable alternative to regular and wireless
telephone services.

But such price hikes are precisely what the FCC will do if it inflicts new “in-state” access
charges and other fees on pre-paid cards. The fees would funnel directly to large local
telephone companies while the burden would fall squarely upon those consumers that can
teast afford to bear it.  Adding access churges and fees will substantially increase the cost
of providing pre-paid cards at affordable prices, jeopardizing the savings provided by
these cards.

Please stop any effort to raise the costs of pre-paid ¢alling card consumers by deciding
that these services are not subject to exorbitant new access charges and other fees.

Sincerely,

U Ae ﬁouﬂ@u
Chicago, |l

ccs:  Commissioner Michael Copps
Commissioner Kathleen Abernathy
Commissioner Kevin Martin
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein
Senator
Senator



July 10, 2004

Chairman Michael Powell

Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, S.W.

Washington, DC 20554

RE: WC Docket No. 03-133
Dear Chairman Powell:

T'am writing to ask that the FCC not impose new hidden charges and fees on prepaid
calling card services,

Minorities, lower-income families, senior citizens, immigrants, college students and
military families rely upon calling card services for a variety of needs. Many of these
consumers do not have the credit, bank accounts, or surplus cash to pay a large deposit
for local telephone service. For these consumers, a prepaid card may be the only option
they have to stay connected — to make phone ¢alls to ook for a job, for affordable
housing, make a doctor’s appointment, or stay in touch with family and friends. These
cards offer convenience and predictable costs.

In economically disadvantaged areas, consumers literally risk being disconnected if the
prices of these cards increase. Prepaid calling cards are indispensable for these and other
consumer groups because they are an affordable alternative to regular and wireless
telephone services.

But such price hikes are precisely what the FCC will do if it inflicts new “in-state” access
charges and other fees on pre-paid cards. The fees would funnel directly to large local
telephone companies while the burden would fall squarely upon those consumers that can
least afford to bear it. Adding access charges and fees will substantially increase the cost
of providing pre-paid cards at affordable prices, jeopardizing the savings provided by
these cards.

Please stop any effort 10 raise the costs of pre-paid calling card consumers by deciding
that these services are not subject to exorbil: cess charges and other fees.

my)
. %j‘%

missioner Michael Copps
Cominissioner Kathleen Abernathy
Commissioner Kevin Martin
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein
Senator

Senator

CCsl



July 10, 2004

Chairman Michael K. Powel|

Faderal Comymunications Commission
445 12th Street, S.W.

Washington, DC 20554

Re: WC Docket No. 03-133
Deur Chairman Powell:

I am wrhing to add my voice to the growing number of groups and individuals opposed to efforts
by the local Bell telephone cornpanies 10 circumvent current rules on calls placed with a pre-paid
calling card, If they succeed, it will result in higher rates — in many cases, dramatically higher
rates — for consumers who place the calls, As you approach your work on this docket, I implore
you 0 keep the needs of consumers in mind rather than the pleadings of the four Bell comnpanies.

The Bell companies want te target those calls in which a caller uses 4 pre-paid calling card and
dials a toll-free number, along with his or her PIN. The caller, who may be tn Virginia, for
sxample, is connected to a “platform” in another state -- let’s say in Nebraska, From this
“platform,” he or she hears a message about 4 company, non-profit or person. The caller then
dials the telephone number of someone in Virginia, Current rules, as well as common sense, state
that this represents two calls, one from Virginia to Nebraska and one from Nebraska to Virginia,
Both calls are subject to Interstate access charges because thers is a call to Nebraska and thea a
separate call to Virginia,

But the Bell companies want to treat this as a single in-state call so they can levy exorbitant in-
state access charges. Such fees have no relationship whatsoever to the Bell companies” actual
costs, which are only a fraction of what they want to charge consumers.

Prices are already rising for gas, milk and other products, Consumers don’t need higher prices for
phone calls 100, especially when these higher rates represent a blatant giveaway to four large
corporations.

I arm aware thar the long distance companies and others that sell pre-paid calling cards have
weighed in with the FCC in an effort to protect their customers’ interests in this manner. It is
now time for the FCC to weigh in on the side of consumers and show the Bell companies the door
on this issne.

Sincerely,

/é/utas’f‘“‘) T’<

ccs: Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy
Commissioner Michael I. Copps
Commissioner Kevin J. Martin
Commissioner Jonathan S. Adelstein
Senator
Senator



July 10, 2004

Chairman Michael Powell

Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, S.W.

Washington, DC 20554

RE: WC Docket No. 03-133
Dear Chairman Powell:

1 am writing to ask that the PCC not impose new hidden charges and fees on prepaid
calling card services.

Minerities, lower-incorme families, senior citizens, immigrants, college students and
military families rely upon calling card services for a variety of needs. Many of these
consumers do not have the credit, bank accounts, or surplus cash to pay a large deposit
for local telephone service, For these consumers, a prepaid card may be the only option
they have to stay connected — to make phone calls to look for a job, for affordable
housing, make a doctor’s appointment, or stay in touch with family and friends, These
cards offer convenience and predictable costs.

In economically disadvantaged areas, consumers literally risk being disconnected if the
prices of these cards increase, Prepaid calling cards are indispensable for these and other
consumer groups because they are an affordable alternative to regular and wireless
telephone services.

But such price hikes are precisely what the FCC will do if it inflicts new “in-state” access
charges and other fees on pre-paid cards. The fees would funnel directly to large local -
telephone companies while the burden would fall squarely upon those consumers that can
least afford to bear it. Adding access charges and fees will substantially increase the cost
of providing pre-paid cards at affordable prices, jeopardizing the savings provided by
these cards.

Please stop any effort to raise the costs of pre-paid calling card consumers by deciding
that these services are not subject to exorbitant new access charges and other fees.

Sincerely,
cc Comimissioner Michael Copps

Commissioner Kathleen Abernathy
Commissioner Kevin Martin
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein
Senator

Senator



Tuly 10, 2004

Chairman Michael Powell

Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, S.W.

Washington, DC 20554

RE: WC Docket No. (3-133
Dear Chairman Powell:

1 am writing to ask that the FCC not impose new hidden charges and fees on prepaid
calling card services.

Minorities, lower-income families, senior citizens, immigrants, college students and
military families rely upon calling card services for a variety of needs. Many of these
consumers do not have the credit, barik accounts, or surplus cash to pay a large deposit
for local telephone service. For these consumers, a prepaid card may be the only option
they have to stay connected - to make phone calls to look for a job, for affordable
housing, make a doctor’s appointment, or stay in touch with family and friends. These
cards offer convenience and predictable costs.

In economically disadvantaged areas, consumers literally risk being disconnected if the
prices of these cards increase. Prepaid calling cards are indispensable for these and other
consumer groups because they are an affordable altemnative to regular and wireless
telephone services.

But such price hikes are precisely what the FCC will do if it inflicts new “in-state™ access
charges and other fees on pre-paid cards. The fees would funnel directly to large local
telephone companies while the burden would fall squarely upon those consumers that can
least afford to bear it. Adding access charges and fees will substantially increase the cost
of providing pre-paid cards at aifordable prices, jeopardizing the savings provided by
these cards.

Please stop any effort to raise the costs of pre-paid calling card consumers by deciding
that these services are not subject to exorbitant new access charges and other fees.

Sincerely,

ccs:  Commissioner Michael Copps
Commissioner Kathleen Abernathy
Commissioner Kevin Martin
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein
Senator
Senator



July 10, 2004

Chairman Michael Powell

Federal Communications Conumnission
445 12th Sireer, S.W.

Washington, DC 20554

RE: WC Docket No. 03-133
Dear Chairman Powell;

I am writing to ask that the FCC not impose new hidden charges and fees on prepaid
calling card services.

Minonties, lower-income families, senior citizens, immigrants, college students and
military families rely upon calling card services for a variety of needs. Many of these
consumers do not have the credit, bank accounts, or surplus cash to pay a large deposit
for local telephone service, For these consumers, a prepaid card may be the only option
they have to stay connected ~ 1o make phone calls to ook for a job, for affordable
housing, make a doctor’s appointment, or stay in touch with family and friends. These
cards offer convenience and predictable costs.

In economically disadvantaged areas, consumers literally risk being disconnected if the
prices of these cards increase. Prepaid calling cards are indispensable for these and other
consumer groups because they are an affordable alternative to regular and wireless
telephone services, '

But such price hikes are precisely what the FCC will do if it inflicts new “in-state” access
charges and other fees on pre-paid cards. The fees would funnel directly to large local
telephone companies while the burden would fall squarely upon those consumers that can
least afford to bear it. Adding access charges and fees will substantially increase the cost
of providing pre-puid cards at affordable prices, jeopardizing the savings provided by
these cards.

Please stop any effort to raise the costs of pre-paid calling card consumers by deciding
that these services are not subject to exorbitant new access charges and other fees.

Sincerely,

NYedthlar VA

Commissioner Michuel Copps
Commissioner Kathleen Abernathy
Commissioner Kevin Martin
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein
Senator

Senator




Taly 10, 2004

Chairman Michael K. Powel)

Federal Communications Comumission
445 12th Street, S.W.

Washington, DC 20554

Re: WC Docker No. 03-133
Dear Chairman Powell:

I am writing to add my voice to the growing number of groups and individuals ppposed to etforts
by the local Bell telephone companies to circumvent current rules on calls placed with a pre-paid
calling card. If they succeed, it will result in higher rates - in many cases, dramatically higher
rates — for consurners who place the calls. As you approach your work on this docket, I implore
you to keep the needs of consumers in mind rather than the pleadings of the four Bell companies.

The Bell companies wane to target those calls in which a caller uses a pre-paid calling card and
dials a toll-free number, along with his or her PIN. The caller, who may be in Virginia, for
example, is connected 1o a “platform™ in another state -- let’s say in Nebraska. From this
“platform,” he or she hears a message about a company, non-profit or person. The callex then
dials the telephone number of someone in Virginia. Current rules, as well as common senyge, state
that this represents two calls, one from Virginia to Nebraska and one from Nebraska to Virginia.
Both calls are snbject to interstate access charges because there is a call to Nebraska and then a
separate call to Virginia.

But the Bell companies want to treat this s a single in-state call so they can levy exorbitant in-
state access charges. Such fees have no relationship whatsoever to the Bell companies’ actual
costs, which are only a fraction of what they want to charge consumers.

Prices are already rising for gas, milk and other products. Consumers don’t need higher prices for
phone calls o, especially whea these higher rates represent a blatant giveaway (o four large
corporations.

I am aware that the long distance companies and others that sell pre-paid calling cards have
weighed in with the FCC in an effort to protect their customers’ interests in this manner. It is
now time for the FCC to weigh in on the side of consumers and show the Bell companies the door
on thig issue. '

Sincerely,

ccs:  Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy
Commissioner Michael I. Copps
Commissioner Kevin J. Martin
Commissioner Jonathan S. Adelstein
Senator

Senator



July 10, 2004

Chairman Michae} K. Powell

Federal Communications Commissian
445 12th Street, S W.

Washington, DC 20554

Re: WC Docket Na. 03-133
Dear Chairman Powell:

I'am writing to add my voice to the growing number of groups and individuals opposed to efforts
by the local Bell telephone companies to circumvent current rules oa calls placed with a pre-paid
calling card. If they succeed, it will result in higher rates — in many cases, dramatically higher
rates — for consumers who place the calls. As you approach your work on this docket, I implore
you to keep the needs of consumers in mind rather than the pleadings of the four Bell companies.

The Bell companies want to target those calls in which a caller uses a pre-paid calling card and
dials a toll-free number, along with his or her PIN. The caller, who may be in Virginia, for
example, is connected to a “platform™ in another state -- let’s say in Nebraska. From this
“platform,” he or she hears a message about a company, non-profit or person. The caller then
dials the telephone number of someone in Virginia. Current rules, as well as common sense, state
that this represents two calls, one from Virginia to Nebraska and one from Nebraska to Virginia.
Both calls are subject to interstate access charges because there is a call to Nebraska and then a
separate call to Virginia,

But the Bell companies want to treat this as a single in-state call so they can levy exorbitant in-
stufe access charges. Such fees have no relationship whatsoever to the Bell companies’ actual
costs, which are only a fraction of what they want to charge consumers.

Prices are already rising for gas, milk and other products. Consumers don’t need higher prices for
phone calls oo, especially when these higher rates represent a blatant giveaway to four large
corporations.

I am aware that the long distance companies and others thut sell pre-paid calling cards have
weighed in with the FCC in an effort to protect their customers’ interests in this manner. Iris
now time for the FCC to weigh in on the side of consumers and show the Bell companies the door

on this issue.

sy MW
ces:  Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy
Commissioner Michael J. Copps
Commissioner Kevin J. Martin
Commissioner Jonathan S. Adelstein

Senator
Senator



